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MARC  RACICOT,  GOVERNOR 


(406)  444-2074 


STATE  OF  MONTANA 


1625  ELEVENTH  AVENUE 
HELENA,  MONTANA  59620-1601 


P.O.  BOX  201601 


July  19,  1994 


Dear  Reader: 

Enclosed  for  your  review  is  an  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  prepared  by  the 
Department  of  State  Lands  (DSL)  and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM).  The  EA 
evaluates  a  proposal  by  Conda  Mining,  Inc.  to  expand  by  3  acres  their  Pipestone  Quarry 
operation  near  Whitehall,  Montana.  The  3  acre  expansion  is  within  the  already  permitted 
boundary. 

Public  comment  on  this  EA  will  be  received  by  the  DSL  until  5:00  p.m.,  August  15. 
Comments  should  be  about  the  following:  adequacy  of  the  EA  in  addressing  issues,  new 
information  that  may  influence  the  analysis,  and  clarification.  The  agencies  will  use  these 
comments,  staff  responses,  the  EA,  and  the  application  to  make  a  final  decision  on  the  permit. 
The  decision  may  be  to  approve  the  proposal  as  submitted  or  deny  the  proposal. 

Comments  will  be  accepted  by  phone  (406-444-2074)  or  by  written  comments  directed  to: 


Bob  Winegar 

Montana  Department  of  State  Lands 
PO  Box  201601 
Helena,  MT  59601-1601 


Sincerely, 


STATE  DOCUMENTS  COLLECTION 


Robert  C.  Winegar 
Program  Supervisor 
Hard  Rock  Bureau 


MONTANA  STATE  LIBRARY 

1515  E.  6th  AVE. 
HELENA,  MONTANA  59620 
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CHECKLIST  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 


Company  Name:     Conda  Mining  Inc.   Project:     Pipestone  Quarry 

Operating  Plan  #:  00148  

Type  and  Purpose  of  Action:   CMI  would  expand  the  southeastern  pit  wall  to  access  higher 
quality  ballast  rock  replacing  the  low  gualitv  rock  encountered  on  the  northwestern  wall. 
A  shear  zone  was  encountered  on  the  northwestern  wall  reducing  the  reserves  of  high  guali- 
tv  ballast  material.      In  addition,   a  better  overall  pit  configuration  with  improved  access 
to  the  working  faces  would  be  achieved  and  distances  from  the  working  face  to  the  crusher 
would  be  reduced.     The  modification  to  the  pit  boundary  would  involve  an  additional  3 
acres  of  disturbance.     This  disturbance  is  within  the  permitted  boundary.     The  material 
will  be  ripped  and  dozed  when  possible.     Blasting  will  occur  only  if  ripping  and  dozing 
prove  to  be  inadeguate. 

Reclamation  Plan:   Reclamation  for  the  3  acre  expansion  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
original  approved  permit.     The  highwall  would  be  sloped  to  a  2:1  configuration  where 

feasible,   and  soil  will  be  placed  to  a  nominal  6  inch  thickness.  Crusher  reject  fines 

would  be  used  to  augment  the  soil  volumes. 

Location:     Section  20  T2N  R5W   County:  Jefferson  


N  =  Not  present  or  No  Impact  will  occur. 

Y  =  Impacts  may  occur   (explain  under  Potential  Impacts). 


IMPACTS  ON  THE  PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 

RESOURCE 

[Y/N]   POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

1 .     GEOLOGY  AND  SOIL  QUALITY,  STABILITY 
AND  MOISTURE:  Are  fragile,  compactible  or 
unstable  soils  present?  Are  there  unusual  geologic 
features?  Are  there  special  reclamation  consideratio- 
ns? 

[ N )     Soil  salvage  would  be  minimal  due  to  the  lack 
of  soil  in  the  permit  area.     Soil  replacement  for 
reclamation  purposes  would  be  augmented  by  minus  1/4 
and  minus  3/8  inch  crusher  reject  material. 

2.    WATER  QUALITY,  QUANTITY  AND  DISTRIBU- 
TION: Are  important  surface  or  groundwater  re- 
sources present?  Is  there  potential  for  violation  of 
ambient  water  quality  standards,  drinking  water 
maximum  contaminant  levels,  or  degradation  of  wa- 
ter quality? 

[N] 

3.    AIR  QUALITY:  Will  pollutants  or  particulate  be 
produced?  Is  the  project  influenced  by  air  quality 
regulations  or  zones  (Class  I  airshed)? 

[N] 

4.    VEGETATION  COVER,  QUANTITY  AND  QUA- 
LITY: Will  vegetative  communities  be  significantly 
impacted?  Are  any  rare  plants  or  cover  types  pres- 
ent? 

[N] 

 i  

5.    TERRESTRIAL,  AVIAN  AND  AQUATIC  LIFE 
AND  HABITATS:  Is  there  substantial  use  of  the 
area  by  important  wildlife,  birds  or  fish? 

[N] 

6.    UNIQUE,  ENDANGERED,  FRAGILE  OR  LIM- 
ITED ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES:  Are  any 
federally  listed  threatened  or  endangered  species  or 
identified  habitat  present?  Any  wetlands?  Species  of 
special  concern? 

[N] 

7.    HISTORICAL  AND  ARCHAEOLOGICAL  SITES: 
Are  any  historical,  archaeological  or  paleonlological 
1         resources  present? 

[N] 

'    8.    AESTHETICS:  Is  the  project  on  a  prominent  topo- 
graphic feature?  Will  it  be  visible  from  populated  or 
scenic  areas?  Will  there  be  excessive  noise  or  light? 

[Y]  The  initial  3  acre  expansion  proposal  indicated 
the  new  work  face  would  be  daylighted  on  the  south- 
eastern side  of  the  quarry.     Mining  would  procede 
along  the  existing  quarry  floor  elevation  and  extend 
to  the  fenceline.     With  this  configuration,  addi- 
tional portions  of  the  mine  would  be  viewed  from  the 
Pipestone  Campground  and  by  travelers  along  1-90. 
To  help  mitigate  this  impact,  Conda  has  proposed 
amending  the  crest  line  location.     Relocation  of  the 
crest  line  would  leave  a  highwall  that  would  improve 
the  visual  impacts  on  the  campground  and  highway. 
Assessments  of  the  visual  impact  would  continue  thr- 
oughout the  operational  mine  life  and  at  mine  clo- 
sure.    If  additional  measures  need  to  be  implemented 
to  further  mitigate  visual  impacts,   they  would  be 
initiated  as  soon  as  these  measures  are  identified 
or  as  part  of  the  final  reclamation  plan. 

Any  potential  impacts  resulting  from  noise  would  be 

mi  t~  i  nsfpri    Viv   t"  h  <=>    nrnnnppfi    c  T    c<t~    1  i  np    rpl  nr  At-  i  on 

1 1  •  -i-  v_  j_     t-.     w  v_i     kj  y      i_  ■  i  w     c        xr     sew     \a>x.coi_     i  ihc     j.  c  x  \-j  i_.  a.  l.  j_  \j  1 1  ■ 

The  resulting  highwall  would  serve  as  a  buffer. 

9.    DEMANDS  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES 
OF  LAND,  WATER,  AIR  OR  ENERGY:  Will  the 
project  use  resources  that  are  limited  in  the  area? 
Are  there  other  activities  nearby  that  will  affect  the 
project? 

[N] 

10.    IMPACTS  ON  OTHER  ENVIRONMENTAL  RE- 
SOURCES: Are  there  other  studies,  plans  or  projects 
on  this  tract? 

[N] 

impac: 

PS  ON  THE  HUMAN  POPULATION 

RESOURCE 

fY/Nl  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

11.    HUMAN  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY:  Will  this  pro- 
ject add  to  health  and  safety  risks  in  the  area? 

[N] 

12.    INDUSTRIAL,  COMMERCIAL  AND  AGRICUL- 
TURAL ACTIVITIES  AND  PRODUCTION:  Will 
the  project  add  to  or  alter  these  activities? 

[N] 

13.   QUANTITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

EMPLOYMENT:  Will  the  project  create,  move  or 
eliminate  jobs?  If  so,  estimated  number. 

[N] 

14.    LOCAL  AND  STATE  TAX  BASE  AND  TAX 

REVENUES:  Will  the  project  create  or  eliminate  tax 
revenue? 

r  n  l 
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15.   DEMAND  FOR  GOVERNMENT  SERVICES:  Will 
substantial  traffic  be  added  to  existing  roads?  Will 
other  services  (fire  protection,  police,  schools,  etc) 
be  needed? 

m 

16.    LOCALLY  ADOPTED  ENVIRONMENTAL 
PLANS  AND  GOALS:  Are  there  State,  County, 
City,  USFS,  BLM,  Tribal,  etc.  zoning  or  manage- 
ment plans  in  effect? 

[N] 

1  17.    ACCESS  TO  AND  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION- 
AL AND  WILDERNESS  ACTIVITIES:  Are  wilder- 
ness or  recreational  areas  nearby  or  accessed  through 
this  tract?  Is  there  recreational  potential  within  the 
tract? 

[N] 

18.    DENSITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

POPULATION  AND  HOUSING:  Will  the  project 
add  to  the  population  and  require  additional  housing? 

[N] 

19.    SOCIAL  STRUCTURES  AND  MORES:  Is  some 
disruption  of  native  or  traditional  lifestyles  or  com- 
munities possible? 

[N] 

20.   CULTURAL  UNIQUENESS  AND  DIVERSITY: 
Will  the  action  cause  a  shift  in  some  unique  quality 
of  the  area? 

[N] 

21 .    OTHER  APPROPRIATE  SOCIAL  AND  ECONOM- 
IC CIRCUMSTANCES: 

[N] 

22.  Alternatives  Considered: 

No  Action:     Do  not  approve  the  permit  modification.     Mining  would  continue  but  loss  of 
volume  would  shorten  mine  life.     No  justification  exists  for  this  alternative.     Air  and 
water  protection  are  in  place  and  reclamation  feasibility  is  established. 

Approval:  Approve  the  permit  modification  for  Conda  Mining,  Inc.  Mining  would  expand  by 
3  acres  and  visual  impacts  would  increase.  A  Performance  Bond  will  be  calculated  for  the 
3  acre  expansion  and  amended  to  the  existing  bond. 


23.  Public  Involvement: 

Public  notice  of  the  permit  modification  by  Conda  Mining  Inc.  was  published  in  the  Montana 
^  Standard  and  the  Whitehall  Ledger  beginning  on  4/28/94.     Comments  were  received  by  phone 
^,on  5/2/94. 

24.  Other  Governmental  Agencies  with  Jurisdiction: 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

25.  Magnitude  and  Significance  of  Potential  Impacts: 

No  significant  impacts  are  anticipated  at  this  level  of  disturbance.     Visual  impacts  are 
discussed  in  the  above  Section  #8. 

26.  Cumulative  Effects: 
None 

Recommendation  for  Further  Environmental  Analysis: 

[     ]  EIS  [     ]  More  Detailed  EA  [X]  No  Further  Analysis 


EA  Checklist  Prepared  By:       Steve  Monninqer  Mining  Engineer 

Name  Title 

Approved  By:   Robert  C.  Wineqar  Program  Supervisor 

Name  Title 
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Signatures  Date 


